Langhamer The Meanings of Home in Postwar Britain 343 the 1950s. More specifically, pre-existing demographic trends framed and fuelled the desire for, and possibility of, a more home-centred way of life, whilst 'modern' domesticity pre-dated the end of the war. Furthermore, if one legacy of the 1930s was the desire for a modern home, another was the impossibility, for some, of attaining it. Even at the end of the 1950s significant sections of the British population remained excluded from the home-centred society: housing need remained a crucial political issue. Fundamentally, then, a focus upon the home, its significance, meanings and the lived experiences and relationships within it allows us to explore the tension between past, present and future within postwar Britain and encourages us to see the 1950s as 'a period of instability rather than unthinking smug conventionality'."
In October 1942 Mass-Observation asked its panel of largely, but not exclusively, middle-class volunteer contributors the question: 'What does "home" mean to you?'12 Responses suggested that 'the majority of people, men and women equally, consider their home of great importance, and many regard it as the centre of their life'.13 It is not, perhaps, surprising that at the height of war, individual men and women looked to 'home' as a centring value in their lives. As Leora Auslander demonstrates in her article in this issue, the loss, or potential loss, of home has symbolic as well as material consequences. For example, one male respondent observed that:
Home means being on leave, and the complete relaxation that means. Leisure, quiet, privacy, courtesy, relative luxury and comfort, forgetfulness of the army and all idiocy and petty oppression, muddle, hurry and noise and squalor and discomfort, anxiety and worry.... I never appreciated home before the war so much as I do now. '4 For women, too, the circumstances of wartime intensified a longing for home, as this woman's response indicates: 'Home means to me a place of my own where I can have my own things and be on my own and invite my own friends. In fact, the antithesis of a billet.''" For these and other respondents the experience of war enhanced the significance of home: fantasies of 'home', at a number of different levels, provided a counterpoint to, and explanation for, war itself.
Yet elsewhere, the ways in which the panel articulated their attachment to home suggests a simultaneous 'looking backwards' and 'looking forwards' -a pivot between a home life experienced by some but desired by many in the 1930s, and the material reality of the 1950s experience where some, though not all, of those dreams were realized. Chief among the meanings ascribed to An association of home with a privatized, family life was important to both men and women. For one man, home was 'the place where one is in the company of the person or people whom one loves best'. A female panellist observed that: 'You never realize what home means to you until you have founded one yourself and created a family of your own. To us it means all, security, happiness, comradeship', whilst another stated that: 'Home means the spot where I can keep my family safe and sheltered and private.'7
Whilst home as a place of relaxation, freedom, peace and privacy was a central motif, home as the location for personal artefacts, a place associated with actual physical comfort and a psychic space within which to establish and develop personal and family identities were also significant factors. For one man home meant 'a loving wife, an easy chair, a comfortable bed, a real cup of coffee, a good wireless set, a number of books ...'.18 Unsurprisingly in view of its status as a work place, as well as a living space, more women than men highlighted the physical environment of home as a significant factor. As MassObservation noted, 'It matters more to the ordinary woman that her home should be aesthetically furnished, that it should be light and practical to run.'9 In contrast, more men than women defined home as 'the pivot of their life'. As a 39-year-old from Yeovil put it:
... [home means] practically everything. It's mighty fine to come home after a long day to see the wife and hear the kids. To have a tea which always is above minimum requirements and then, in summer, to poke around in the garden, in winter to sit on top of the fire, to read or fall asleep.2' These gender differences in the meaning of home reflect both the different roles played by men and women within the home and the ways in which the private and public distinction was mediated by gender. It was, nonetheless, left to a female panellist to anticipate a central theme of postwar domestic life in Britain when she stated that: I believe it is in the building up of home life that our future greatness depends. This setting, the solidarity in families, is still the best ideal of life; it is here that the old, young and middle-aged get each other's point of view. A happy home and family life is the bulwark of a Nation.' 
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The view that 'a happy home and family life is the bulwark of a Nation' might indeed be taken as the blueprint for postwar reconstruction in Britain. While the British Welfare State placed family maintenance at its centre, explicit concerns around population decline and rates of marriage failure were evident in the setting-up of the Royal Commission on Population (1945-49) and the Report into Procedure in Matrimonial Causes (1946-49). Such anxieties were closely linked to the availability of suitable locations within which family life could be re-established and safeguarded. In July 1945, Picture Post outlined a plan to 'get the houses' needed in the postwar world.2 The article began with a letter from an ex-serviceman which exemplifies the extent to which aspirations for family life were obstructed by the lack of actual homes: I am 27 years old and have just been discharged after 5 years in the Service. I intended getting married in May, and settling down to start a family. For the last six months I have been trying to find a house, a flat, anything, where we could live. But nothing doing. The best we have been able to get so far, is our name on a never, never council list, an offer of a furnished flat at four guineas a week, and a house, bomb damaged, at 1,500. All this out of my wages, 6 per week as a clerk, before deductions. Well, I have decided with my fianc6e that after being engaged for three years, we are going to keep on being engaged till we get somewhere to live. We don't want to live with her parents or mine. We have seen too many marriages go wrong that way. And we aren't going to bring up our children, living in furnished rooms. What's happened to the better Britain you promised us a couple of years ago? When we needed guns, the government found them. When we needed planes, the Government found them. We We paid a shilling a week into a fund and we bought a lawnmower that was communal property and a wheelbarrow and gardening tools. And shared them out between us and sort of dug one another's gardens over, you know to get them done quickly.67
In particular, mothers used child-related activities to make social contacts and in doing so maintained relationships outside the home:
And the kids played in the garden with one another cos they had plenty of friends, cos everyone was the same kind of thing. And we had the school run, we used to take it in turns to take half a dozen kids to school. Bring them home at lunchtime and take them back again and bring them home at home time. But we did turns each so we didn't have the same thing to do every day. There'd be a little crowd of mothers at the school gate waiting for them.68
The woman-centred neighbourhood networks that provided mutual aid and support for families in the years before the second world war were, in this respect, reconstituted for a new era.69
And yet a trend towards a more home-based leisure and increasingly more home-centred patterns of consumption did deepen in the postwar years. As one male respondent to a recent Mass-Observation directive on 'memories and In fact, recent work reveals that, faced with a discourse of classlessness, middle-class women attempted to mark out their own identities within the category 'housewife' by emphasizing 'creative homemaking' over 'the rough' of household maintenance."' Across classes, the promised professional and respected modern occupation became, in reality, a part-time job that could be combined with other, also under-valued, part-time jobs. The fact that this re-conceptualization followed a period when both unpaid and paid work had been presented as valuable war work must have made the transition all the more painful. A combination of the unravelling of the construction of housewifery as a full-time occupation, the social isolation felt by some housewives within their new homes and the new domestic labours that middle-class women found themselves expected to perform, led some women to feel cheated of the value that had been placed on their work. 'They see marriage as a full-time career, and they want, literally, to make a job of it', observed Pearl Jephcott of the girls she surveyed at the end of the war. 'It is a matter of principle, even with those girls who are maddeningly irresponsible in every other way, that a woman's first duty is to look after her own home.'"' Modern domesticity reached maturity in the postwar period but the demographic trends which framed the emergence of Abrams's 'home-centred society' and the aspirations which fuelled material reality pre-dated the Cold War era. The second world war did not, of itself, create a desire to retreat into the private world of home, although it undoubtedly fired pre-existing desires. In this way, the postwar narrative of new beginnings and historically-distinct lifestyles neglects significant aspects of pre-war domestic life across social classes. As Conekin et al. put it, 'The modern in this period was a hybrid
